a b s t r a c t Bašić (2012) in [1] pointed to a gap in the proof of Corollary 5.10 in Balková et al. (2011) [2] related to the Brlek-Reutenauer conjecture. In this corrigendum, we correct the proof and show that the corollary remains valid.
Corrigendum
Brlek and Reutenauer conjectured that any infinite word u with language closed under reversal satisfies the equality
where C u and P u are the factor and palindromic complexity of u, respectively. In [2] , we proved their conjecture for uniformly recurrent words. In the same paper in the section Open problems, we discussed various statements related to the Brlek-Reutenauer conjecture that can be stated for infinite words which are not uniformly recurrent. One of the statements was the following implication.
Corollary 1 (Corollary 5.10 in [2]). Let u be an infinite word with the language closed under reversal. Then we have
For the proof of Corollary 5.10 we used Theorem 5.7.
Theorem 2 (Theorem 5.7 in [2] ). Let u be an infinite word with language closed under reversal and containing infinitely many palindromes. The following statements are equivalent.
